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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to the amendment and arguments filed July 1 1 , 2007. Claims 
8-10, 12, 1*6 and 17 have been amended. Claims 1-20 are pending and have been considered 
below. 

Specification 

2. The Abstract objection of April 1 7, 2007 has been overcome by the Abstract amendment 
submitted by Applicant on July 1 1 , 2007, and is hereby withdrawn. 

Claim Objections 

3. The Claim objections of April 1 7, 2007 regarding claims 8 and 9 have been overcome by 
the amendments submitted by Applicant on July 11, 2007. The Claim objections are hereby 
withdrawn. 

Double Patenting 

4. Applicant's advisement of July 11, 2007 regarding the substantially duplicate claims has 
been taking into consideration and the advisement regarding substantially duplicate claims of 
April 17, 2007 is withdrawn. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

5. Applicant's argument of July 11, 2007 regarding the 35 USC § 1 12 rejection of Claims 2, 
3, and 6-8 has overcome the rejection of April 17, 2007, and the rejection is hereby withdrawn. 

6. Applicant's amendment of Claim 12, dated July 1 1 , 2007, has over come the antecedent 
basis rejection of April 17, 2007. The rejection is hereby withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 

7. Applicant's amendment of Claims 10-18, dated July 11, 2007, has overcome the non- 
statutory rejection of April 17, 2007. The rejection is hereby withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
, manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Anderson et 
ah (US 5,850,388), hereafter known as " Anderson ". 

• Claims 1, 2, 4-15, 19 and 20: Anderson discloses a method implemented by a PC to display 
highlighted objects' (col 324 line 59 "object-oriented") information regarding a 
communication network on a graphical user interface (col 22 lines 50-54 "executed by the 
PC", "network monitoring session", col 29 lines 28-30, Fig. 21), by: 
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o highlighting a primary object O(n) on a GUI window at a selected hierarchically level 
(col 29 lines 27-30 "highlight one ISO protocol layer", Fig. 20); 

o identifying a highlighted object O(n-l) subtended by said primary object at a 
hierarchically next lower level (col 29 lines 27-30 revealing usage by the protocols 
detected on the network, col 28 lines 31-35 "iteratively examining the contents", 
"builds a hierarchical protocol distribution structure (tree structure)", Fig. 20 - 
NetBIOS, SAP, RIP); 

o selecting said highlighted object from an object storage means and placing same in a 
visualization of highlighted objects (col 29 lines 5-26); 

o repeating for all available hierarchical levels until all highlighted objects 

corresponding to said primary objects are identified and placed in said list (col 28 
lines 31-35 "iteratively examining the contents", col 29 lines 5-26). 

o While the protocol distribution embodiment of the network analyzer GUI disclosed 
by Anderson shows that the highlighted objects do have names (Fig. 20 - NetBIOS, 
SAP, RIP), rankings (Fig. 20 - as reflected in percentages), icons (Fig. 20) and 
descriptions, it does not specifically show that the visualization of highlighted object 
is done through the use of a table, in this particular embodiment. However, the 
examiner takes Official Notice that it is old and well known in the art, as exemplified 
by Anderson in alternative embodiments (col. 25 line 22 "Station-Level Statistics 
User Interface" Fig. 18, col 30 line 31 "Event Information User Interface"), to 
visualize object oriented database entries as a table containing rows and columns 
(Fig. 21). Each row represents an object (Fig. 21 col 30 lines 12-17) and each column 
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represents attribute information relating to each object, in reference of claims 4 and 
11, including: name and description, in reference of claims 5 and 13, status, in 
reference of claims 7 and 14, and count, in reference of claims 8 and 15 (Fig. 21, col 
30 lines 12-17). These tables are further sortable to be arranged in a specific order, in 
reference of claim 2, (col 26 lines 31-36) by column choice, in reference of claims 9 
and 12 (col 26 lines 41-51). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art, and the teachings of Anderson before him at the time the 
present invention was made, to visualize the selected highlighted object data, as 
disclosed by the embodiment of Anderson above, by combining the known 
components of a table using a row for each object to yield the predictable result of the 
table having columns providing an attribute specific to said object, said columns 
allowing a user to sort said objects (col 26 lines 3 1-36), said columns including: a 
count column (Fig. 21 first column), a name column (Fig. 21 Analyzer object name), 
a specification and status column of said object (Fig. 21 event column), and an icon 
column (Fig. 20 discloses icons associated with each highlighted object, icons are 
attribute information). One would have been motivated to allow this visualization of 
the object data in order to provide a user with several formats in which to assess the 
information, as suggested by Anderson (col 23 lines 55-57). 
• Claims 3 and 20: Anderson discloses the network analyzer GUI method as in claims 1 and 
19 above, wherein the hierarchical highlighted objects are displayed in a sortable table 
format. Anderson further discloses that the highlighted objects have hierarchical data 
associated with them (col 29 lines 27-30 revealing usage by the protocols detected on the 
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network, col 28 lines 31-35 "iteratively examining the contents", "builds a hierarchical 
protocol distribution structure (tree structure)", Fig. 20 - NetBIOS, SAP, RIP) and, as 
established above, data associated with the objects are displayed in columnar format relating 
the data to the objects. The table is sorted by its columns. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art, and the teachings of Anderson before him at 
the time the present invention was made, to specify the order of the objects in the table by a 
column relating data to the objects, as disclosed in claim 1 above, wherein the sorting column 
is a column relating hierarchical data to each object, as disclosed by Anderson . It would 
have been obvious to implement this sorting in order to provide the user with another way to 
sort and visualize the highlighted object data, as suggested by Anderson (col 26 lines 31-36). 

• Claim 16: Anderson discloses the network analyzer GUI system as in claim 10 above, and 
further discloses an object library for maintaining data pertinent to all objects present at a 
respective network node (col 28 lines 44-47). 

• Claim 17: Anderson discloses the network analyzer GUI system as in claim 10 above, and 
further discloses a connectivity database for maintaining routing data pertinent to all routes 
currently involving a respective network node (col 28 lines 44-47). 

• Claim 18: Anderson discloses the network analyzer GUI system as in claim 10 above, and 
further discloses wherein said highlighted objects window comprises a refresh button for 
updating said list (col 28 lines 57-67 "user selected update"). 
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Response to Arguments 

10. Applicant's arguments, see pages 9-10, filed July 11, 2007, with respect to the 
rejection(s) of claim(s) 1, 2, 4-7, 9-14, and 16-19 under 35 USC § 102 and 35 USC § 103 have 
been fully considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. 
However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of Anderson , 
as applied above. 

Conclusion 


Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Andrew Tank whose telephone number is 571-270-1692. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Mon - Fri (Alt. Fri Off) 0730-1500 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Myhre can be reached on 571-270-1065. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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